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the Eastern republics did not necessarily imply a corresponding industrialisation of their nationalities : in many places the majority of the workers were still Russians. It was regarded as a remarkable success that, from 1931 to 1933, i.e. during the completion of the First Five Year Plan, the percentage of the " leading " nationality among the total workers and employees of the respective republics rose in Bashkiria from 15-5 to 24-3, in the Tatar Republic from 26-9 to 36-4, and in Kirghizia from 8-7 to 27-2 per cent.1 In Kazakhistan the total number of workers and employees (not in the big industries alone) rose from 216,000 in 1927 to 660,000 in 1935. Again, it was thought a great achievement that the percentage of Kazakhs in the total riumber increased from 30 to 40 per cent.,2 i.e. among 440,000 additional workers and employees some 200,000 were Kazakhs. Moderate as this may seem from the numerical point of view, it was of enormous cultural importance : the percentage of the literate population, a mere 14-4 in 1920, had risen to 61 in 1935. In republics with industries formerly little developed, relatively small investments might imply revolutionary changes in the life of a small nation, as can be seen from the following tables.^
FIGURES FOR 1935 (THOSE FOR 1927-8 IN BRACKETS).
Georgia.   Azerbaijan.   Armenia.   Kazakhistan.    Kirghizia. Capital of the big
industries        (in
thousand million
roubles)    .         . 0-6 (0-05)     1-6 (0-5)   0-17 (0-02)   0-5 (0-06)   0-09 (0-04) Workers (ooo)      .   55 (17)       85 (35)         17 (6)        74 (14)         15 (3) Schools (ooo)        .   4-1(2-5)     3-2(1-5)      1-1(9-8)     7-8(4-0)      1-8(0-5) Students   in   high
Schools (ooo)    .21-4(10-1)   11-4(4-5)    4-5(1-6)       4-0(0)-      0-6(0)
The republics here compared are of very different size and structure : one (Azerbaijan) contains one of the most important industrial centres of the U.S.S.R. (Baku), but also a very backward peasantry ; two (Georgia and Armenia) have a relatively high traditional cultural * level, but had almost no important industries prior to the Five Year Plans, while the two last-? mentioned.had to be developed in every respect from the very beginning. The comparative results are very similar in all these cases. In 1923 Stalin had stated that it was not so much the schools as the industrial workers that mattered.4 . In fact, with the industrial workers came the schools.
1 See Slavin-Khodyayev, op. cit.                            2 See Aliev, op. cit.
9 Based upon Kursky, op. cit., pp. 154!?.               * See above, p. 374.